knowledge, provide raw data to these statisticians who simple compare and contrast every variable with each other and try to provide as many significant p values of as possible. This leads to over interpretation of data and fallacious results. Again subgroup analysis, multiple group analysis and multiple time point analysis also lead to limitations of interpretation and p value in these cases should be kept less 0.01 rather than 0.05 [this is an arbitrary suggestion and a Bonferroni correction should be done in all such scenario. Better way will be to avoid multiple comparision and focus on one primary outcome or use global assessment measures rather than individual ones [4] . There are many more such statistical subtleties and I think journals should publish review articles informing readers as well as authors regarding such concepts. Such series of articles will educate the clinicians and also create awareness in authors and readers helping them to correctly present and interpret data. Personally I believe the authors do not consciously wish to over interpret the data, but it's done most of the time due to ignorance and also over enthusiasm especially if it is related to new concept or technique. I have full faith in all my authors and I believe the reviewers board and editorial board take all care to avoid any such issues with journal of orthopaedic case reports. I believe it is responsibility of everyone involved including, authors, reviewers and editors to minimize the risk of such malpractices and provide a clean and scientific interpretation of data to all our readers.
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